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ADVERTISEMENT. 


This Reply to to the Letter prefixed to the 


Tranſlations of the Greek, Latin, &c. in The 


Purſuits of Literature, was (excepting a few,ex- 
prefſions) written ſoon after that Letter appeared. 


The publication of it has been delayed by ſeveral 
OCCUITENces z one of which the writer cannot help 
conſidering g as « g weak invention of the enemy.” — 


- He has the ſtrongeſt nina for believing that the 


perſon to whom he has ſo often alluded, if not ab- 


ſolutely the Author of The Purſuits of Literature, 
is at leaſt his chief confederate. But theſe, with 
other proofs, will be proffuced by another writer. 


In the mean time, til the perſon i in queſtion ſhall, 


under his band, dhny all concern, direct or indirect, 


with that publication, his conduct bas made him 
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HE Aer (if it can be called one wizet : 
. bas been lately given to The Progreſs of Satire, 
may be thought by many readers not to deſerve 
ae as the Wile ny abilities a are become, 
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n | is beſt days, hos intitled him to ſubſtitute 
ſſertion for proof. Yet, as ſome, who have not 
| Tead The' Progreſs of Satire, might end their i CT | 
opinions from the ſtatements of an adverſary, it . EY 
may not be amiſs to remark on a few of the to- „ | 
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But, fiſt bet me > intention of e. 
' Plying to his farcaſins, of retorting his con- 
temptuous expreſſions, or interrupting him in- 
the enjoyment of his ## and humour. This, laſt 
_ meaſure would indeed be cruel ; as the enjoyment | 
is likely to be confined to his dear ſelf; 9 | 
moſt, will not extend beyond the Partners in that 
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(0) Firm, which manufactured the ann af Li- 
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to know the Author of The Purſuits of Literature: In the : 
_ courſe of it he deſcribes the poetical education of this . 1 


Author, and in the Laſt paragraph ſpeaks in Tinguage; and: lter 


a manner, that no one but the Author would: uſe. But it is 


ridiculous to endeavour to prove what every reader muſt feel... 5 
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8 bet the whoſe of hin: 155 to bs the pro- 
r. But who ; is to believe the aſſertion of 
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an anonymous Author and ara of one wor i de 
1 nnn attachment to truth? 1 
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I cannot, however, help remarking, and y with 


* a degree of ſatisfaction, that this Gentleman 
at length manifeſt 


He is. ſu; 


that. Ccurrility is the ſureſt proof of anger, 
eee Public think of & laboured Anſwer 


: of ſixty pages to a Pamphlet of little more than 


thirty? Or will any man of ſenſe believe the writer 
can really feel that contempt which he is pleaſed 


to expreſs?. unleſs, indeed, ad contempt may 


«> B 9 inferred FI - 
in his ane 


| Fama are e bc of L 8 
terature more frequently and ſeverely condemned 
by the little Satiriſt, than what is termed Book- 
making : there are few complaints rhare frequent 


with him than the exorbitant prices of literar 


| works. What then muſt the Public think of ſuch - 
a writer's conſiſtency, who, having publiſhed 
ons: in fone" different languages {beſides his 
ha Py” ch £7 . IE CRY own). 


y is in the ſtate of mind which 5 

: be bas taken ſo much Pains. to excite in otherg. 7 

55 iently provoked to gratify the ut- 
me 4 R of his adverſaries; for, not to men: 
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on) antranſtated, when this mode is cenſured, 4 
as inconvenient to his Readers, condelc 
laſt to tranſlate * for the Country Gent! men; ; wh 
but, inſtead of annexing thoſe tranſlations to his 
book (or preſenting them gratuitouſiy to the pur 

. chaſers of it), prints them in a ſeparate volume, : 

at nearly balf the price of the original work? 
If this be not mere Book-making ; ; if this may 
not be deemed literary extortion, let us be told, 

wh at Fenn in an Author my vu deer 
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de flicks" arch Gn tic phos Progr Bla 

(as he fo facetiouſly terms the Author of The 
Progreſs of Satire) he is determined to begin 
in limine, and FR even with the motto pre- 
fixed to his work; as ; as if the epithet complained | 

of was not an exact imitation of the Latin ex- 
preſſion in Perſius ; ; as if the public taſte had 
never been arraigned, and even ridiculed, in- 
0 (c) reſpectable work previous to The Progreſs | 


* 


(e) The Author of The Baviad, with whom. the little Satiriſt 
endeavours to make a common n cauſe, and whom (for that and 
oe 


- U * 
3 d " 8 y - © # 
f 
8 * 
x 
# 1 8 
* — 


5 1 % » 

"of n as r 6 the Public is not always meant 
5 (on ſuch occaſions) the haſty and ſuperficial, and 
tte prejudiced and partial reader, claſſes" ſuffi= 
15 ciently 1 numerous to be denominated *. Public is in 


Lo 1 and n ſenſe. 


* 


Bout, to advert to the chief topics of his excul- 
. | 2 0 Letter— TORS | 
He aw to the pinky of former Satiriſts 3 
and, in the ſame breath that he admits the con- 


duct of one writer, cannot be juſtified by that of 
another, pleads it in extenuation (at leaſt) of his 


own. Whether the Purſuer of Literature will be 
intitled, by the originality of his genius, the purity 
of his ſtyle, the lucid arrangement of his matter, 


and the permanent nature of his ſubjects, A 


ranked with claſſical Satiriſts, or will be vie 
in that mo by lg: I will not here eee 


| SS NT be groſely 3 has cenſured 5 taſte of 4 
Public, both as to poetry and the drama, in the molt unqua- 
lified and contemptuous terms, In a certain ſenſe, he was in 
the right. When the Baviad firſt appeared, the Della Cruſca 
Poems were nearly as popular as the Purſuits of Laure was, 
when i in the zenith of it's e 
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. ; But, i cxqnpls js to o juſtify every. ſpecies of. TY 
' ſonal ſatire, let us take an example which he him- 


3 ſelf has choſen, that of Pope. Exceptionable, and 

* Indeed indeſenſible, as I conceive that great poet 
to be, in many inſtances, I call upon the ab ; 

to ſhew me any conſiderable number of paſſages 
(perhaps 1 might ſay even one) where an individual 
bs attacked by name, unleſs the character of that 
| individual was notoriouſly profligate, as thoſe of 
Ward, Waters, Chartres, &c, or unleſs he bad firſt 
publicly libelled or proyoked the Author z to which 

laſt caſe may be referred almoſt all the perſonal ſatire 
ol the Nunciad, Here then a manifeſt diſtingion 
ariſes between tbe ſatiriſt (Pope) and the lampooner, | 
8s I venture to call my little riend, the Purſuer of 

ner muſt, it is true, advert to 
the vices, and even the ſollies, of individuals, in | 
Wuſtration of general principles; but where their 
offences are of a leſs malignant nature, they are 
| alluded to, under fictitious names, or deſcribed by 
their characters and how ſhall ſuch alluſions 

be expounded; how ſhall ſuch deſcriptions, be un- 
derſtood, unleſs there is ſome juſtice in the apo 
| plication } However the colours may be over-- 
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ged 1 tie Phots bangt at leaſt the 
outline muſt be juſt. This confideratioti is «Y 
| Ffeat importance. The practice of our principal | 
| Satirifts affords fbme protection againſt unjuſt and 
. &odſequetitly inapplicable cepfiire, ' But when 4 
Writer afftils various perſons by name, and ſotfie- 
_ fittles In thicir private evticerns; in what a fitüstion 


does le place the objects of bis Satire? The 
characters of theſe! perſbns, being probably un- 
Known to the world, muſt be taken from the 

repreſentations of en enemy, or each muſt pub- 
* lifh a laboured juitifiea 
private nature of the ſubject, e any one 
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will read. ' Yet the attack (being compriſed i in a 


work that intereſts curioſity and gratifies malice) 


is e circulafed th the kingdom. 5 


Fs 


We require (be tells 15 I kind of perſeQtion 


in the Purſuits of Literature.” Io require per- 
ſection i in any writer is certainly unjuſt: and it 


were well if the Purſuer himſelf had remembered, | 


this in the judgments he has pronounced on others. 


But from whom ſhould a nearer approach to per- 


ſection 
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requeſt of ſuch, a writer that he would FE: 


may to give a greater variety 1 to his work. But, omitting 


lietle ee to the frailties 5 his Sens 1 


from him who announces himſelf to the world as 
] the reformer of. taſte, and the Dictator i in Liter „ 


3 


ture? Surely, i if the faults of ſuch a writer are 


looked into with a microſcopic eye, he. has of all 


men the leaſt reaſon to complain (G). May we 5 


et the beam —1 aſk pardon : (No i image 9 5 me⸗ 


5 8 drawn from Seripture, even in the 


moſt ſerious paſſage!) but may. we not- 1 90 to bim, 


in thy words of a Heathen Poet, ww tit 
: . Com tua 8 wo — Folie al | A 
_ * Gur in amicorum vitiis tam cernis acutum! ?? 


0 Hel alles; * wig 8 great 8 (as he ares a 


whether in any ſatirical poem, of the ſame extent and variety 


de of Jubjects, ſo few inſtances of imprudence or impropriety or 


* inattention can be produced?” —The queſtion is artfully put; 


for in no other ſatirical poem, perhaps, can ſo great a © variety 


15 4e of ſubjects” be found; and the principal charge againſt the 
Porſuer is the having unneceſſarily multiplied his ſubjeQs, for 
the ſake of ridiculing and depreciating reſpectable perſons, or 


| (which | is nearly as bad) having ridiculed reſpectable perſons 


_ that 
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101 in the latrodactory Letter to The 6 IM 
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e nrticthr inſtances given in The Pro- 
. wi of Satire, ſo far from being difiinaly anſwer⸗ 


end in the Letter all uded to, were choſen ſor the 


_ expreſs purpoſe of ſhewing the inefficacy of that 
| general anſwer which the Letter contains. The 
Purſuer of Literature had defended himſelf partly 


on the ground of '<* playfulneſs and humour, 
partly by the affertion of (e) a principle unſound 
in itſel aa and at all events inapplicable to many of 
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that be e ey ve 
in any ſatirical poem (that deſerves the name of a Poem) ſo 


many improprieties, of the kind I have deſcribed, ſo many in- 
Rances of wanton, unprovoked, and Nu attacks on 


s can be pointed out? 35 . 


1 That one error ot foible, however trifling (for he 
makes no exception) taints and corrupts the whole mind. See 


page 10 of the Prefatory Letter to the Purſuits of Literature, 
th Edition. If this be not the meaning of the words © when 
tze undenſtanding is ener vated, &c.” the paſſage is a mere 


truiſm, and has no — to the charges OO againſt 
kim, | 
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the perſons aſſailed by him. sec eue there- : 
fore ſelected, which certain], y could. not be deemed | 
yet which the writer | 
could ſcarcely mean to juſtify on any other: pre- 
tence. What is the /ogacious Anſwer ? It is, that 


playful or humorous, anc 


moſt of the paſſages alluded. to were meant as 


E ſerious and ſevere :” a defence reſembling that 
of the attorney, who, being indicted for * lying 
in wait to maim,” alleged, his intention was'not 
to maim but to murder. But muſt we then alter 
the ſhape of theſe queſtions? Muſt we aſk whether 
the profeſſion and official ſituation of one man, 

the taſte and amuſements (allowed to be innocent) 5 
of another, the mode of managing his health by a - 
third, and the ( bg ) countenance of a fourth, are” 
proper ſubjects for ſerious. and public reprehen- 
ion Such queſtions would be ludicrous in the 
extreme. Let, as all theſe are made the topics 
of public ſatire, will the Purſuer be pleaſed to 


N 
" Set 


O Let the reader turn to Riviogtan' 8 1 1 Regiſter Ch 


| 1792 (Chap. vi. p. 93) for the character and misfortunes of the 


Biſhop of Leon, and then ſay, what the man muſt be who: can 
nen inſult this iluſtrious exile. | 


tell 


| prop? ? 


0 2 teneam a lt: mutantem Protea Bodo 


But, 1 we are to hp told that Satire « every 
i 5 nd and degree, upon every perſon, however re- 


ſpectable, and upon every action of his liſe, how- 


ever innocent, is laudable and right, the Purſuer 


muſt, I fear, ſtand convicted at the tribunal of 
Candour and of Honour, ſince he refuſes to join 


iſſue on the facts alleged. 


To the (g) argument againſt anonymous Sa- 
tire, we have, if poſſible, a more curious an- 


ſwer. Anonymous attacks on private charac- 
ters are juſtified by the example of Junius, who 
attacked public characters alone. Without en- 
tering into the diſpute between that writer and 
bis indiſoreet but generous antagoniſt (about 
Which opinions are indeed various”), would 


00 That argument; 1e conceive to 505 eee and, 47 
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„ 
it not be ſuppoſed that the Purſuce-of Litera | 
ture had attacked no man but in his | public 
capacity, and that the Progreſſioniſt (if we muſt 


4 adopt that elegant term) had (hb) unaſſailed, pro- 
voked the conteſt, and had demanded, as a Delt 
| to know the name of his adverſary ?—This was 

exactly the conduct of Sir William Dra 


(whether right or wrong). is not purſued 10 The 


Progreſs of Satire; the author of which () claims 


no peculiar right to know his adverſary, but 
eenſures his conduct and bis practice. Is it a 


> ſufficient anſwer to reſort to a guibble, thoagh 


ſanctioned by Junius? Ir what name could he be 5 
attacked, if be gave none to the world? Or are 
the caſes parallel of an anonymous lampooner at- 
g individuals 1 name, and one who takes 


0 Yet i in 00 very butler of his ese Letter, 10 e 


the Author of the Progreſs of Satire to be what he calls x 'a 


* ſmarting ſcribbler.”— What is this, but denying to thoſe S 
who conceive themſclves to be he the vic of com- | 
plaiat „ | 


() Nothivg, however, I conceive, can be clearer, as a point of 
honour, than that any writer who attacks a Gentleman by name, 


and in his private concerns, ought to wilt, 'or wok — 
| forfeit all | Oar to that 1 | 
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1 his pen againſt that Hoping; and carnob be | 
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M'Y was ee mar eta in Wy 5 


1 430 of The Progreſs of Satire, to ſtyle the great 


Purſuer of Literature his © adverſary,” or indeed 
to enter the liſts with one who (when the names 
of both ſhall be known) will appear to be ſo much 
his ſuperior in rank and connections, education, 


and character, and in the eſteem of men of ho- 


A 


_ Hour and virtue. But is there a man who hag 


read the Purſuer's Letter to a Friend (prefixed to 
i | his three or four laſt Editions), and is alſo, ac 
quainted with The Progreſs of Satire, who cannot 
trace, through ſeveral pages of the Letter, an at- 
tempt to anſwer the allegations in that Eflay ? 1 5 
| _— that br omits to name the wy : 


00 It is 3 to EN all his W 3 as 
a ſample, I may here mention that he repreſents the Author 
of the Progreſs of Satire as blaming others for following 
©. his example, I believe no writer, be his effrontery what it 
may, would have hazarded his name to ſuch an aſſertion; 


 Shich manifeſtly implies that the he Y Tas Was pub- 


© liſhed before the Purſuits ho Literature. ' e OR 
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_ when: bs) repeats the objetions Lina by bing 1 
almoſt word for word ?—The following, in parti- 


5 cular, had not, there is reaſon to believe. been 


mentioned by any other writer. He was remind- 
ed i in the Progreſs of Satire, that. fo zealous | an N 
advocate for Chriſtianity ſhould not have loſt ſight _ 
of its moſt diſtinguiſhing precepts.” This charga 
he warmly takes up, though he fiudiouſly miſre- 
preſents the purport and meaning of it (7). 
© When/reminded of its true import, what is now 
the evaſion? We, it ſeems, appeal to the Deca- 
logue againſt his eriticiſms on Tterary works! 
Where will miſrepreſentation end! ?—Let the 
Purſuer of Literature enjoy it! His pleaſure ſhall 
not be diſturbed by me. But why accuſe me of 
appealing to the Decalogue -I never charged 
him with bearing falſe witneſs againſt his 
1 neighbour; * I have only proved it: neither 
+have I accuſed him of breaking, i in his unacknow- 
ledged thefts from Pope, two commandments at 
once. But, ſince it muſt out, 


5 1 Tc Bede it to be an objection to Baie in ere, not * 
5 | malevolest and e FC 


755 


t 30 5 
en, look to thy Commandments, and no further 55 . 


: Need it be remarked to any e one b has taken, 
the trouble of peruſing this controverſy, that the 


ferious queſtion which he complains of, was drawn | 


upon him by himſelf, that it applied only to his 
conduct as an author, and that it was addreſſed to 


a writer who prides himſelf on his zeal for reli- 


gion, a and who challenges the whole world to 
produce a paſſage in his work incompatible with : 


i e d a) * 


1 is FR enden to ſee an ay at. laſt 
made for his flippant attack. on Mr. Abbot. 


| But, let me aſk, if the little Satiriſt had a proper 


ſenſs of ee why was no apology of- 


055 p on W Virgil. Net a ge of thoſe 
which he has taken from Pope, but is 1 ſo far as it is 
altered, " the worle, Tt 


() The queſtion might up St ina very Na TR = he 


might be aſked (as from man to man) how he would like to be 
attacked, by name and in his private concerns, as he has at- 
- tacked ſeveral reſpectable perſons? To a writer who claims to 


be ranked above the common lampooners of the . where is 
che 1285 of ſuch a queſtion ? ? | | 
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s to his late Edi⸗ 
tions; or the Letter prefixed to them .I wiſh not 
to aggravate any man 8 miſdeeds: but, in the filent 
4 ſuppreſſion of tbe paſſage, there. appears. leſs of 
contrition for the offence, than: Pur: at the de- 
"tection. VV „ 


Hei is oh. 17 perceive, 2 of his altaf on 
to the Literary Fund; but would it not have been 
more ingenuous bere alſo to have confeſſed his 
error, inſtead of denying that any alluſion was 
meant? ſince he muſt be ſenſible that, unleſs we 
ſuppoſe ſach an allufion, the paſſage | is Title 
better than nonſenſe. To readers who were not 


 apprized of that inflitution, the ſentence muſt 


| have been a perfect IMs: bar. 60 If who” were 1 


inſormed of the exiſtence and objects of that 
Charity, and had ſeen the printed Account: = 1 
the alluſion is pointed and clear.- If it was not the 
primary object of the Satiriſt to injure fo excellent 
an Inſtitution, ſtill it is ſufficiently unfeeling to 
| depreciate and miſrepreſent it for the bara of ; 
1 one of its ö „ 


0 7 * 8 
"Na But this (0) © « playful allofio on to the por na 
was; it "ſeems, ſuggeſted” by « Mr. Boſcawen's 3 
tuation as a Commiſſioner of the Vieualling.”: — 
What reſemblance the vidualling of bis Majeſty's 
Navy't bears in it's nature or object to the diſtri- 
bution of the ſportula among the Romans, muſt 
be left to our ommiſcient Satiriſt to explain. But 
on the e propriety of bis attack on that Gentleman 

I um willing,” if he Pleaſes, to reſt the whole 
 controvedly. He does not, it ſeems, nor does his 
Defender (ovs prognatus eodem) admire the late 
Tranflation of Horace. — Be it ſol The Author 
of that work i is, no doubt, unfortunate that, hav- 
ing, on the opinion 'of ( ?) ſome of the firſt judges 
; in claffical literature publiſhed his attempt, having 
ſince it's n teceired the eee of. 
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O. . hs: again «a himſelf on the SEN of 7 8 


40 ſulneſs, although he had affured us juſt before that al the 
Ore Aided to are 6e ' ſevere, Jones 5 8 7 4 


00 A claſſical work: which Dr. Wards, Mr. Mob, ad 
Mr. Tickell, not to mention another Gentleman who (although - 
not an Author) is known in moſt literary circles as eminent 


for claſſical taſte, had approved, might ſurely, without un- 


2 een , be nan] to the ry 8 
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the eredit f his, name on the truth, of his af- | 


| Yertiop | But, has that. Gentleman, or bave; apy « of 


4 


every ſchelar whoſe . bas been dle to | 


learn, he ſhopld be condemned, by an ayonymous 
writer aud his Friend ; neither of whom will ſtake 


+ How 


his Friends, eprplained of the cenſure paſſed. on 


bis work Has he ever (though ſome think 5 


might ſaſely have done 0 challenged his, detractor 


| to produce an Ode diſtinguiſhed in the, Qriginal, 
to whiob (as far as can be expected in rendering 


ab an Author) juſtice is not done in the 'Tranf- 


lation. ?—Has, be ever objected, to a cenſure ſo 


general and indefinite, which may be applied with 


ſome degree of propriet y toeyery Tranſlation (Pope's 
rove the Sa- 
| tiriſt had even read the work which. he condemned ? 5 
No: whatever he might zhink on. this ſubject, 
had this been the only injury, no complaint would 
have eſcaped his lips... His cauſe, as. 6 Writers, is | 
| before the Public, and be 1s (I am afſured)} con- 


Iliad excepted), and which, does not x 


tent to, abide by their. ultimate deciſion. But, 
although, when he publiſhed his work, he expoſed 
it to all the, ſeyerity of ecofure, be did not, it is 
conceived, expoſe e his profeſſion, his:of- 
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The XK iſpute reſpe&ing the El Clergy 
may. "be reduced to a few points. — Before the 
Reader pronounces « on which fi de the babble” 
bs, let the Purſuer of Literature, or 2 Advocate 
«Gf they ar are different perſons), fate diſtin@ly what 


ill conſequences he apprehends from our charitable 


- reception « of them. Is it that he ſeriouſly appre- 
ö bends the Hatton of Popery among the, 
| lower claſſes of the People, or the ſubverſion of 
ur Eſtabliſhed Church, by a number of helpleſs 


* W * 


Exiles, dependent on our bounty, entirely ſubject 5 
| to our. power, and (for the moſt- part) ſtrangers 
| even to our language * This too is to be effected 
in the 925 of a a Sim ationat r Clergy, nenten by 
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reſpected by them! Is it babble. to call: this an | 
imaginary danger, or to ſuppoſe ſuch an event 


morally impoſſible? And what: other dange er can 
the Purſuer apprehend But he objects, TE I 
underftand him, to the mode of relief; though un 
is adminiſtered. under the directions of a Com- 

mittee of Proteflant Gentlemen ; 3- who conſult 
the Biſhop of Leon only as being beſt acquainted 


with the circumſtances of perſons applying to be 
relieved. And ſurely theſe Gentlemen (though | 
termed, with his uſual liberality, 9 the Biſhop | 


of Leon's Confiftory) are as good judges of the 
Biſhop' s character as the Purſuer of Literature, 


— 


who ſo candidly forms bis opinion from a print in 
the ſhops, But they were maintained « gs 4 
7 body. '—To be maintained 4 as a body” means, 

if the words have any rational meaning, that they 
were formed into a corporate body, endowed with. 
property, veſted with gertain rights and privileges, 


: and entitled to that e and thoſe "Os is - 


© See < Puri? ke, uy Edition page 8. 


** 
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En) | 

. Ie ual ſucoeſſion. What is e at alt re. 

af aun this in the mode of maintaining the 

Emigrant Clergy 2? They, were indeed (or rather 

a part of them) maintained in a body, and. in that 
| ſituation more eaſily, |. conceiye,. a che: 1115 

whoſe duty it is to guard the Efabliſhed Church, 


and far more eaſily prevented from obtaining a 


dangerous influence, than when diſperſed and 1 
refiding among. the People. On what a paltry 
quibble. of words does the Purſuer's whole argu- 


ment turn ? 


„ 


But 1 had forgot the: 5 unarſwerable commentary.” | 
| The influence of the Romiſh Prieſts in the late | 
Rebellion in Ireland proves the danger to be ap- 
prehended from the French Clergy in England: 
i. e. the conduct and influence of men, the paſtors | 
of a people not half civilized, of a people groaning 
under the preſſure of want, oppreſſed by their 
landlords, haraſſed (as they conceive) by paying 
tythes to the Clergy of a different perſuaſion, and 


implicitly attached to their own, forms an exact 5 


parallel to the caſe of Exiles, ſupported by the 
e bounty of the country in which they 
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wa l (amon 
alone they could obtain an influence) deſpiſe their 
perſons, hate their religion, and are ignorant even 
of their language !—This is the! « unanfiverable. 
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Haring tut Go 1 can it be necelſiry to. 
follow my Antagoniſt (1 hope he will now permit 
me to call him fo) through all his miſrepreſenta- 
| tions? Need I expoſe his attempt to make a com- 
mon cauſe with the Author of The Baviad, and to 
' repreſent that Poem as depreciated i in The Progreſs | 
of Satire? Muſt 1 cite the lines i in which the ſpi-" 
rited Satiriſt alluded to is praiſed in terms as firong 
as can be uſed without the groſſeſt adulation ; 

in which he is called upon to lay afi de all peth 
warfare, and draw his powerful pen in the defence 
of his pwn th 2 Where I differed from Mr. G. 
1 have, it is true, given my ſentiments without 
fear or ſeruple: but, ſuch is my confidence in 
bis judgment and candour, that 15 am willing to 
reſt my cauſe on his opinion, whatever it ey? be, 
of " The pak of Satire, EE ne, 9. 
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ex amining, * 


( ? 
To expoſe miſtepreſentations is a taſk ſufficlently 


ö irkſome : -but when his adverſary goes even beyond 


miſrepreſentation, in what language is a Gentleman 
to reply? Who that has read the Letter 1 am-now 
uld not conclude TheProgrefs of Sd 
tire contains an unqualified defence of Dr. Warton 


ſor having publiſhed Pope's Imitation of the Se- 


cond Satire of Horace and other of his works of 
the fame complex ion ()? On the eontraty;' ſüch 
a defence is expreſsly difclaimed ; and the Author 
unites in the wiſh that no writings of that nature 


which were omitted by Warburton had been in- 
ſerted in the late Edition. But as no motive but 


a ſenſe, however erroneous, of his duty as Editor 
could have influenced Dr. W., it did not (I re- 
peat) call for ſuch a profuſion of iaveQtives. 


\ Theſe too are accompanied by groſs miſrepre- 


ſentations } ſuch « as likening thoſe writings, . pub- 


155 liſhed with the Author' 8 conſent pod at a mature 
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(60 An aſſertion equally true is, that the Poetry of The 


85 Purſuits of Literature i is abſolutely condemned in the Progreſs | 


of Satire. On the contrary, the character given of it is 


| throughout a contraſt of it's merits end faults ; and the for- 


mer are rated much 9 than by any good. es impartial 
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We 
age, to ſuch juvenile effuſions as Mr Eis Gera- 
nium, 25 Ren: that: Pope; 'the''verfifier of 


ry:: and. May and Wi ife of Bath's 


Tak, and the Author of that voluptuous and 


dangerous Poem, the | Eloiſe 10 Abelard (all of 


| «moſt epd in morals! of ay! Fn ET 
by 2 110 Fe E 1 : 36 1 115 2 555 mp JH; SEE 
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e Better to diſappoint. the public hope, e 

Like Warton div ling d er the page of Pope, 

While oer the ground that Warburton once an th ; 

« The Wi inton Pda Shakes bis little rod, , 95 

| Content bis own ſtale ſcraps to ſteal or os. 3 

e fHaſn'd up and ſeaſonꝰd with an old man's ſpleen : : a f 

Nor een the Bard 's deformity can”*feape, 
His libell'd ons and his pictur' d One”, | 


But, Wetbuty, wha appellation does that 7 


acc, who, after publiſhing ſuch verſes as theſe, 5 


ran, in x the ſace or his country, aſſert that 0 be 
Z 64 has 


| wy * 1 8 
2 has fd n, of the 1 mant, but me ely eri⸗ 


4 1 


Need 1 aſk os for: ang "_ dine! how | 
555 firſt made the. age of this learned and re- 
ſpectable writer the ſubject of diſcuſſion ?—the 

man e in the attack, ieee and taunts him 


5 hs eee e as e a t be i. of 5 
ſuch inſults ? Who would not ſuppoſe, from the 
5 repreſentation of my. Adverſary, that I beld-forth 

Dr. Warton's age as an apology for every ſup- 
poſed defect in his work ?—Far- from it. I well 
cnow and heartily. rejoice that he is in the full 
enjoyment of bis ſaculties (crade deo viridiſmue 
enectus).— But I alluded to his age, the better to 
. mark the ungenerous temper of his enemy. For 
the ſame purpoſe I noticed the leſs important 
cenſures, They ſhew the temper and diſpoſition 
that could/induftriouſly accumulate charges on 2 


(%) This is, no doubt, the reaſon that he publiſkes his De- 
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fence as by another writer. He does not chooſe to be reſpon- V 
| fible, even as Author of The VINE of e for the truth „ 
55 of his aſſertions. 8 VVV | DA 
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ginal Author, not merely to confult the amuſe- 
ment of the Public, not to give a trus repreſent. 
tion of his Author or a complete edition of his 


(=). 


; | reſpettable veterait f Whoſe work could not, fem 
the nature of it, be fo conducted as to ſatisfy 
every taſte, As for the ſmuggled likeneſs: 
—ls the little Satiriſt aware that Mr. Hoare re- 
vered; nah almoſt jdolized, the great Poet whoſs 
form he delineated, and, conſequently, that he 
could not mean to caricature him? And has any 


Poet, or any public man, a right to ſay his perſon 
ſhall never, in any ſuture age, be repreſented, to 


gratify the curioſity of his country ? On a fallacy 

of this kind depend, indeed, moſt of the objeRions = 
to this Edition. It is gh to be the duty of 

an Editor, at the diſtance of more than half * 


century, and without any connexion with the 


works, but merely to conſider how be ſhall ex- 
actly fulfil his ſuppoſed deſires, how he ſhal! 


5 Mes in the moſt favourable ml 


— 
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"fo of the 3 alladed to, as indecent, f in 


his own works the Purſuer of Literature bas 


0 27 * 
| frontrary to his uſual. practice) quoted: fairly: ſo 
that a ſhort explanation may here ſuffice. Let ĩt 
be firſt remembered that theſe paſſages were not 
made a direct and ſubſtantive charge againſt him, 
or an. en objection to his book, but ioftanced 
and to his bold challenge to produce à fingle 
peſſage in The Purſuits of Literature which could 
be offenſive even to female delicacy. In the 
latent meaning of the firſt paſſage there is cer- 
tainly no indelicacy : but are the terms and the 
Imagery ſuch as a man of any delicacy ul | 
| read t to a woman whom he reſpecis and honours? 
— venture to aſſert they are not, If the Fur- 
ſverof Literature thinks otherwiſe, I can only ſay, 
. his female acquaintance: muſt be of a different 
character from . 5 | 
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| * the next paſſage there are certainly. no 
groſs expreſſio dong: but ſurely the purport of his 
ridicule on Sir James Burges (elumſy as it i 
Oo ſufficiently obvious, In diſtinguiſhing be- 
| tween groſs or ſenſual and pure or celeſtial 
1 ue that writer is perfectiy claſſical, and ac- 5 
85 WE 2 cords | 


CY 
'ceords: with- the well-known: BflinQion! between 175 : 
the. Kberßg end and the Kurpig op, of 
the Greeks, Upon what circumſtance then can 
.the little Satirift's ridicule be founded, - excep 

that The ea of Love is a delicate and ſen- 
timental, not a voluptuous poem? And what 
muſt e the taſte of a man who could read 
fo beautiful a compoſition with no other ſenti- 
ments than thoſe of ridicule on the official fitua- 

tion and en 11 of it's e 5 


v wy 


on the laſt pitti alluded to, he challenges a 
diſcuſſion ; ' which be well knows the nature of 

the ſubject will not admit. If in the paſſage 
reſpeding the Printer's Boy” he meant no 
alluſion to that which is non inter  bomines nomi- 
nandum, | aſk his pardon. But every one muſt, 
I think, perceive there is an indelicacy in ſome of 
the expreſſions (till now unexplained) which is 
| not palliated by the leaft ſpark of wit () | 


DIR 


I 0 Tt is not perhaps leu proper to . any new - 
| pte into a reply; 3 as it tends to perpetuate literary warfare. 
15755 ſhould the Purſuits of . ever attain another bond 


at 


3 


re 29 ) 
The Jong! diſenfion' reſpedting Mr Erſkine 


might have been ſpared, if the 
Advocate) had'been pleaſed to recite the whole of 
N the Note alluded to. Whoever can read that 
Note throughout, and approve ſuch language, to 

2 Gentleman diſtinguiſhed for talents, moſt amiable 
; in his private character, and (whatever we may 


| think of his political attachments) ſincere and 


Independent in his public principles ;—whoever ' 


can deem ſuch language « worthy of a Gentle- 
4 man and a Scholar,” with that man I will not 
diſpute on any point of pg of bent | 
of OT 25 | | 


| 8 1 conceive, material remains to be 
- diſcuſſed (for I cannot view the ribaldry in that 
light) except the opinions T have ventured to give 
reſpecting the Purſuer of Literature, and his 
work.—lt is aſſerted that the © purpoſe of that 


- ö 96 work i is to exalt and depreſs the fame of con- 


urſuer- (or bis 


8 e aan writers at his wil and eee 


. edition, I could wiſh the Author is 8 his abuſe of 


Dr, Warton for publiſhing certain, indecent writings of Pope, 
with his recommendation to Mr. Comberlang. to Taplate: the | 
Feel RE: „„ 
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- well as to depreſs others; in ſhort, to ere 
ſelſ into a Dictator in Literature. What other 


3 1 punt obj 


N 3 5 
e anſwer has artfully blended this aſſertio 


a very different one by another writer, of alan 


the author of The Progreſs of Satire is iguorant, 
and for whoſe opinions he cannot be ee 
Let it be remembered, I ſaid, to exait ſome, 148 


and more prominent object can be alleged by bis 
friends. and advocates ? No doubt we ſhall be 


1580 8 tho! i of Jari writers and 


A. does the writer fo fre- 


quently deviate from, and even counteract it by | 


depreciating and vilifying ſo many zealous and 


ſome highly diſtinguiſhed ſupporters of the fame 


cauſe as himſelf (x)? Why docs be dwell ſo mi- 


vuteh on ſubjects unconneQed with this leading 


puede. | 


6 In his lit of — _ ho _ vilified « or ridiculed, 


| | He omits the Bi ſhops of Durham and Rocheſter, Dr. War- 
ton, the Provoſt of Eton, Dr. Gillies, Dr. Goſſet, Mr. 


Chalmers, Mr. Canning, Sir James Burges, Mr. Pye, Mr. 


Coxe, and ſeveral other reſpectable perſons, whom 1 could name 
vere i it worth while again to wade through The Purſuits of Li- 


'terature ?—Mr, Reeves is indeed very juſtly praiſed : but fo 


Vitle i is the Purſuer acquainted with the crcumliances l 


NSN 
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: nts and no way reducible to it, but 17 a 


1 ridiculous refinement and evident ſophiſm ? - 


1 * ; | ; 
* „ 1 * * 
Y 1 1 1 F 5 E F . 1 3 * 6 5 e 2% 3 
8 1 . ” 33 Þv 5 i 4 * 7 % 2 "IB 7 5 4 4 : 
1 : 4 5 55 3 Oy" 5 1 * & *% 
= 


On his pompous liſt of perſons commended by 
him I will make a few remarks. Some of theſe, 


of diſtinguiſhed eminence, are praiſed, I have no 


. 


doubt, in order to preſerve appearances. This is 
a fair inference, not only from the writer's general 


conduct, but from the circumſtance of almoſt all 


theſe praiſes appearing in the Fourth Dialogue, 


publiſhed more than three years. after the Firſt, 


and long after he had been accuſed of beſtowing 


laviſh and almoſt indiſcriminate cenſure. Others, 


: 00 of no dias eee are connected by 


his Aſſociation, or ſo regardleſs of them, that he has | ee for 
ſubjects of ridicule two of the three Gentlemen who firſt joined 


him at that critical period, and who were expoſed for ſome days, 
unſupported, to the whole brunt of Jacobin reſeatment. Yet 


in his Shade of Pepe (which may be truly termed magni nomi- 


nit umbra), he tells us that the © connexion of the well-diſpoſed 
(of whom I preſume he conſiders himſelf” as one) mult be 


, eloſer than ever. What has he done to ee tr: 


Tj ”. Dr. Glyn is, I fe fax, a very e SS man: but, 


10 little was he known to any but Cantabs, that the“ Lov'd 


« Tapis on the banks of Cam” was by ſome readers applied to 
Dr. Heberden ; who is highly loved and reſpected there. Arche. 
; „ „ | deacon 
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| ture, are invariably Nigmatiged 3 in . fourth, 
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dec with the n known to be ade . 

in the work, if not (in every ſenſe) eee of 
it; and others again are perſons who, the Pur- 
muer's publiſher, or ſome of his ſpies, informed 
bim, had praiſed or (S) favoured it. Many cir- 


cumſtances tend to confirm theſe ſuppoſitions: 


but, whether they are well or ill-founded, is not 
material to the propriety of my aſſertion ; for if 


deacon Pott is an amiable and excellent character; but muff 
have been ſurprized to ſee himſelf, for one or two hraon and 


charges, claſſed with ſuch a, writer as Giſborne. Still more ex- 


traordinary muſt it have appeared to Mr. Cox to find his edition 
of Peere Williams introduced into a work on general literature. 


All theſe eircumſtances point ſtrongly to the ſet, if not to 


the man, from whom the Purſuits of Literature proceeds. His 


own Eſſay, indeed, is only © candid and comprehenſive ;” but 


« his example in tranſlating Runick Odes ſhould be followed,”? 


; We hear nothing of Alcaict Odes : but (hinc ille lacryme ! ) thoſe 


who were ! ſo unfortunate as not to admire“ that performance, 
or the poetry in the three firſt parts of the Purſuits of Litera. 


0 Mr. Storer's praiſe, I am well aflered, was a SR 
But were it given in earneſt, can any thing be more ridiculous 
than quoting the private opinions of three or four individuals, 
after a work has been publiſhed, in order to perſuade the world 
to admire it? And this aſſertion is to be believed on the eredit 
of an anonymous writer! But who ſhall dare to diſbelie ve this 
zealous. Jotary of e this firm SATIRE | to truth of N 
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5 phical) ) wbt ch tend fo to tl "the perverſion, of "morality, | 
the ſub 


thoſe pernieious 


-< 33 
his (Afribution of praiſe - cenſure be of 


un juſt and partial, it little concerns the Public 
| aps it is fo a 8 or Ne Ks 
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e Nobis like 155 In, qu t « a 


* been employed on bis work. ” But beſore we 
pronounce what” writings may or may not deſerve 


that appellation, let us ib gdhre i in What criticiſin 
Gontiſts, 1s it not” in applying the principles IF 


common ſenſe to literary eompoſi tions? in con- 


rings what the nature of each performance 


Se ? whether the cer of the 'work be 


uſt and regul entiments appropriate, and 
the language 8 b pure ?—By this mode 


” let the Performance in queſſion be tried. A | 


74 8 on 


Aare an elegant, and a wellen 


« The: Abuſes of Literature,” and particularly on 


gs (falſely termed. philoſo- 


erfion- of order, and the deſtruction of 


every religious principle, would undoubtedly, at E 

the preſent” criſis, challenge. the applauſe of our 
| country. "To ſuch a Poem a few Notes might 
1 indeed bo expedient, and! in ſome degree gi : + 
„„ „„ 
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20d ſupport. "1 Yet. ſuch, 8 ſhould only be 
the Aceeſſories: and I need wah tell ſo learned a 
man that *Acceſſorium, d di x 
But a Common-place Book of remarks on literature 
(above w which ſome. verſes. a appear, rari nantes in 

ae 15 (s)). 2 ſometimes. WP, the Maß im 


8 8 


; times elle wa dy : oy (3) 
83 Y and puerile—ſometimes 1 ingenious, in 
| quoting, a and neat in applying—ſometimes pedantic 
in the former, and Ams) in the Jatter—ſometimes 
; ſevere on the ep 9 of religion a and nn often 


£1143 4 ras 
5 7) 1 W o better Prack how wWügnttetgt che va ute 
| ta/thernſelves, than that the Author found it neceſſary expreſely 
5 | to declare tbey & vere not  Sprelten-as « ar a vehicle for t the Notes — — | 
See the Letter prefixed to the Purſuits of Literature, | page 14. 1 
The Duneiad has very full Notes: yet, would not Pope have | | | 
laughed at ſuch an accuſation inſtead ofcontradifing 1570 5 


050 Many: of his pompous beuge which: paſs eurrent even” 
with-ſome reſpectable critics, for. want, of due attention, will 
| be found, upon examination, to be nothing but verbiage; either 
containing! mere truifng, or (in ſome inſtances) having no!mean- 
| ing at all. As to his yerſes :—we are told that the nature of 
1 Satire does not admit of a very high ſtrain of poetry, But at 
„„ leaſt it admits of an uniform neatneſs, perſpicuity and elegance. 
Is che want of this compenſated by an occaſional © ſplendid = 
| by „ patch, ” an inſulated Ranger of laboured, | {goa in n part bombalt, 


MET” a. j 4 A 1 132 "4 115 : 
SS 4 ſtercaſtio 


& 3 5 
the kiends of both, will furely deſerve 


bree on 
a very different degree of approbation; ö and, 
| ſhould the verſes be ſtill more (c) motley and | 


unequal than the proſe ; ſhould they (although 
in ſome paſſages energetic) be in many inſtances 


. tame and feeble, in others turgid ; ſhould the 
purity of language be ſometimes ſtrikingly violat- 
ed (a fault unpardonable in a ſatirical critic and 
ſelf.created” eenfor of literature); and [ſhould a 
: frequent obſcurity, arifing leſs from the nature of 

the ſubject than from im proprieties of expreſſion : 
pervade the work, on what pretence can the 
Author aſſume a rank with the claffical ſatiriſts of 
his country ? Muſt he not (however curiofity, the 
n for damen and in ſome inſtances a 


je ee 2 ; 


| ( The . 1 coticeive; 1s not « Whether there are more 
good than bad or indifferent lines in The. Purſuits of Litera- 
« ture ?” (though even on that point I ſhould not be afraid to 
meet his admirers) but“ Whether there are 107 a ſufficient 
number of impurities and improprieties of language, of incon- 
& gruous metaphors, of obſcure ſentences, of turgid expreſſions 
(in ſhort, of acknowledged faults in compoſition), to denomi- 
„ nate the Purſuer of Literature * an inaccurate writer 2? = 
And let it be remembered, that 1 inaccuracies are not ſo pardon- 
able (after the example Tet by Pope) as they were in the 
time of Dryden, and that a e. Critis is leſs. excuſeable 55 


| than acl other writer, | 
| F 1 faudable 


. : 4 
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] a 
: laudable political "0p may give: bib: book a. tem- 
ntent to take. a a e dk. 


.curren cy) be 8 


ee tation with. itexity, and, if he i is remem- 
bered at all, be, claſſed, with thoſe. whom the 
1 faſhion of. the day bas raiſed to a dittinction 
far above, their intrinſ IC. merit! ? for . « opinionum. : 


2 cc comments 2 delet dies, nature Judicia confirmat.”, 9 1 
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Thus much bor his own work Ts: ha cpi. 

; tbl he laviſhes on: mine, his compariſons of the 
Author to Dennis, Concanen, Giles Jacob, &c. 
he is perfectly welcome. I ſubmit the juſtice of 
them moſt cheerfully to all who have read, or may 
read, the Poem in queſtion. Thoſe to whom it is 
unknown will hardly believe the repreſentations 
of an adverſary. But, whoever may believe them, 
there is one, I am confident, who knows and 
| feels their injuſtice ; ; and that is, he perſon 22 
from whom: they. road for what writer ever 
publiſhed a laboured anſwer (twice the length of 
the hoſtile work) to an antagoniſt whom he really 
deſpiſed ? On one condition, however, I will ac- 
quieſce « even in. the judgment which be has paſſed: 
upon me. When the Purſuer of Literature ſhall, 
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by any man, of 3 taſte and a reaſon- 
: able. degree of... | impartiality, - be ranked with 
Dryden and Pope, then ſhall the Author of The 


Progrelſs, of Satire be claſſed ( judice me) with the 
moſt dull a and illiberal of their adverſaries. I re- 


collect, indeed, a Rival (for, ſuch is the influence : 
of faſhion, he was then conſidered as ſuch) of the 


| ſormer Poet, the deſcription. of whom ſeems | to 
have. been written with a wy plas eli | 
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* without knowing how or yy rode 
976 3 Made Aill  blundering kind of melody, 
+... © Spurr'd boldly on, and daſh'd.through thick and bing 
OT Through Senſe and nonſenſe, never out nor in! 


. Who—* was too warm on picking work to duel, 
5 e 


« But faggoted his notions as they fell, 
ex —_ 1 1 5 e and ratiled, ally was well.” . 
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mirers of the Poerical part of The Purſuits of 
J . 8 9 e (a8 _ Tai 
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( 4) It was my intention Ws to have pointed out a few of | 
the many paſſages to which theſe lines apply. But the diffec- 


tion of The Purſuits of Literature is in far abler hands. A rod 


18 uplifted, from which our little Satiriſt . epeck a ſever 5 
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caſtigation than any he bas yet received. 
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ren. 
Nimfelf requeſts ) and attend a little to the riſes 
TS formerly requi ed to conſtitute £0 d poetry. | 
0 Among theſe Fore | heard of elevation of thought 
(1 do not mean bombaſt), elegance of language, | 5 A 
harmony of rhythm, and (ſurely as eſſential . 
any of them) diſtinctneſs of ideas and perſpicuity 
of expreſſion. © But theſe are the fond dreams of 
old-faſhioned claffical imaginations :: Hhappily' for 
the preſent. taſte, it is much eaſier to rhyme 
« ond raitle; and, if the Poet (I uſe the name 
by way of. courteſy) can but throw in a. quantum | 
 fefficit of perſonal malignity, if he can but intereſt 
the curioſity, flatter the political opinions, and 


gratiſy a certain aniable paſſion of his r | 
readers, 25 all i 15 Well. 


The peeiboal- compariſon of his adverſary to 
: the Hero of Cervantes, may be readily forgiven. 
| Generous in all his ſentiments, amiable amidſt 
all his extravagan ces ( & exor bitances, the Pur- 
ſuer would call them,) the Knight of La Mancha 
may excite our laughter, but neyer awakens con- 
| tempt. But were I inclined, in my turn, to 
| dubb the en L: Literature with knight thood, 
Lon „„ 1 would 
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would invoke the t of tot ered: Knight, 
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— * Latin was no more difficile - , 
* Than to a blackbird * tis to whiltle 3 „ 
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61 A x Babylonith dialed, 

« Which learned Pedants —— L 
2 party-colour' d dreſs. _ | 

« Of patch'd and pyc-ball'd languages; e 
«© Which made ſome think, when he did cable, 


« They heard three labourers of Babel, „ 


« Or Cerberus himſelf pronounce 
« A leaſh of languages at onde.“ 


A ebre 1 conclude, let me quiet the drcadfl 


apprebenfions of injury to bis ſacred perſon, 


i Some (of bis enemies) he ſays, ce would 
CCG £ fight, 


- * . * 
2 » * . a 
4 of T % 
(w i | ht 


: 


x 
OOO — ae ern ares — — 


— 7% 2 —— 


= - — — 2 
——— ͤ ue en Often Wea od * 


— — — ͤ U—— mn 


— — 5 os 


”- 


——vy—̈—— TD CC CEE —¼ — 
, * 8 
> Fa - 
* - - = —— — 


—— 


* — " PR 
— LI RET Of eo WIS 


ub — 
k 2 
= 8 


wig wit, 
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me 


not 


him, (ſor the chief, object of - The P 
| Satire reſpected tbe Ca ca cauſe of literature a d. : 
rality,) Was not to. eee or bn. the 


net cee ene This. 
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k. 0 The Memoirs of of PP, 1 the Pariſh, Clerk, were never bett er 8 
1 chan by the lidl black gentleman. ; But by . 
28 conceit he ct ep ect the dignity of being r knockꝰd 3 
tbe head, it is difficult to conjecture, N 0 | many $ tefentment Ih 


8 whe t tranſps reed kim beyo ond ti ides of u de ing; i 3 hh 
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